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Companionate Marriage A Mockery 


Rr. Rev. Toomas M. O'Leary, D.D., BisHop oF 
SPRINGFIELD, MAss. 


Interview granted by the Right Reverend Bishop at the time of the 
Lindsey-Adams public debate in Springfield on “Companion- 
ate Marriage.” The interview is reprinted from the 
Springfield “Sunday Union and Republican.” 


HE Lindsey companionate marriage is not marriage at 

all, in any Christian sense of the word, because at least 
two pre-nuptial conditions render this “marriage” invalid 
from the start: the condition not to have children until 
and when and if the contracting parties find it mutually 
agreeable to have them, and the condition that the parties 
may divorce each other at any time, without giving reasons 
to a court, or even to each other. 

The third condition, that the wife will not call upon the 
husband for support during the companionate period, but 
will enjoy economic independence, sounds the deathknell of 
all home life: both are in industry during the day, and 
neither has the obligation or the inclination to perform 
household duties at night. In the companionate union re- 
cently featured by the press, both young people were to 
live with their parents. What companionate marriage adds 
to courtship is freedom from all moral restraint in yielding 
to sexual impulses ; it takes the sixth commandment out of 
courtship and calls the result marriage. 

It is highly significant that in all the discussion of com- 
panionate marriage, the name of Jesus never occurs, His 
legislation is never consulted. His teachings are ignored, 
or sneered at as medieval superstitions. The sacramental 
character of the marriage tie, its indissolubility except. by 
death, the primary end of matrimony, which is to beget 
and train children for citizenship here and hereafter, all 
are swept away, that men and women may be as free as the 
beasts of the field in the indulgence of their lower natures. 
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Right reason is denied a hearing and conscience is silenced 
by the cry that the Barabbas of sensuality be liberated and 
the Christ of Calvary crucified anew. The slaughter of the 
innocents at Bethlehem is renewed on a universal scale, 
but cloaked under the soothing title of “companionate mar- 
riage.” 


“BIRTHLESS INDULGENCE” 


In this latest attempt to legalize birth control, the very 
term is a misnomer; it means, if the parties so wish, the 
complete prevention of birth, and the loss of all control 
over human passion. A better term than birth control 
would be birthless indulgence. The laws of God and the 
lessons of human experience cry out against this conspiracy 
to nullify Nature’s law, stultify human consciences and 
deify passion under the honored cloak of marriage. The 
champions of this sinful companionship, which would mas- 
querade as marriage, are deaf alike to the voice of God, 
the warnings of experience and the teachings of medicine. 

Birth control, which would deny the boon of existence 
to children, defies the Divine Legislator by completely and 
wantonly defeating His purpose in establishing and sanc- 
tifying marriage. There is no moral difference between 
denying birth to little ones and robbing them of existence 
after they are born, though one may be called birth con- 
trol and the other may be stigmatized as murder. 

Why call this sin “control,” when it is the absence of 
all control and all obligation to exercise control? It le 
galizes, as marriage, unbridled sexual indulgence, while de- 
feating the very purpose of the marriage bond. If you 
call this destruction of child life “control,” why not call the 
murder of wives “wife control”? and the murder of hus- 
bands “husband control’? and the murder of lovers “lover 
control”? and the murder of policemen “police control”! 
The whole nauseating situation could be saved by a little 
self-control, by a little obedience to the laws of Nature by 
those who are attempting to abolish them. This abomina- 
tion, misnamed birth control, out-pagans the pagans who 
destroyed the weak and sickly after birth, whereas the birth 
controlist would destroy all child life, fit or unfit, before 
birth. 

The voice of history warns us that God will not le 
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mocked, and the nations that practice birth control soon 
disappear from the stage of life, leaving no historian so 
poor as to do them reverence. The birth control of the 
individual becomes the suicide of the race. Augustus ruled 
from the Atlantic to the Euphrates, over an empire that 
died, moaning, “Where are my children?” Polybius tells 
us that in Greece depopulation was caused by the selfish- 
ness of the Greeks who, addicted to pleasure, either did not 
marry at all or refused to rear more than one or two chil- 
dren, lest it should be impossible to bring them up in ex- 
travagance and luxury. 

Thus the crime of birth prevention, which made mar- 
riage companionate after the first child, if not before, was 
the civic canker which destroyed “the greatness that was 
Greece and the grandeur that was Rome.” With France 
and England and Germany fighting to check a falling birth- 
rate, it is not consoling to America to recall that history 
does not record the name of a single nation that, a victim 
of birth control, ever rallied from its ravages. God is not 
mocked. He sees to it that, as nations and individuals sow, . 
so shall they reap. If they sow birth prevention they reap 
race suicide, and clear the stage for sturdier, more God- 
fearing successors. 

Medical science sounds the same warning to individuals 
that historical science does to nations. Nations cannot 
mock God with impunity, much less can individuals. It 
is the experience of those who will not have children when 
they can that they cannot when they will. A lonely old 
age, embittered by the reminders of a guilty conscience, is 
their earthly “‘sorrow’s crown of sorrows.” Too late they 


learn, in earth’s bitter school of a that God is 
not mocked, that 


The mills of God grind slowly, 
But they grind exceeding small: 
Though with patience stands He waiting, 
With exactness grinds He all. 


Dr. Mary Sharleif thus gives the common experience 
of medical men and women: ‘‘An experience of well over 
40 years convinces me that the artificial limitation of the 
family causes damage to a woman’s nervous system. The 
damage done is likely to show. itself in inability to conceive, 
when the restriction voluntarily used is abandoned because 
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the couple desire offspring.” Thus man proposes but Na- 
ture disposes in such a way that God is not mocked. 


Economic INDEPENDENCE 


This feature stipulates that the woman will not call 
upon the man for financial support. One advocate of these 
companionate unions declares that the time will come when 
the wife who accepts financial aid from her husband will 
be considered as guilty as the mistress who receives money 
from her paramour! The same spokesman would prob- 
ably say that the man who receives money for honest labor 
will one day be considered as guilty as the robber who takes 
the same amount at the point of a gun. He should say 
both or neither. 

The woman who is never to receive financial support 
from her husband has a powerful material motive for re- 
fusing to bear him children. The prospect of passing 
through the pangs of childbirth only to face the financial 
obligations of bringing a child into the world is an added 
incentive co make birth control absolute. 

As children cannot come until both agree to permit this 
vulgar relic of old-fashioned marriage, the one who first 
longs for a family must convince the partner before that 
longing can be satisfied. Should the woman first desire to 
change a mockery into a reality, she has the unenviable 
task of persuading her man to depart from an arrangement 
which safeguards him against threats of alimony, suits for 
non-support, and the financial obligations of a home. 
Should friend wife prove stubborn in defence of her 
motherly instincts, he has but to hand her a divorce under 
a system which excuses him from giving a reason for his 
action. 

If the companionate has lasted a long period, the poor 
deluded woman finds that her age prevents her from ever 
attaining what her companionate husband robbed her of— 
a home happy with the love and smiles of little ones. 

Then, too, across her life lies that perpetual shadow— 
the possibility that when she wants children and her hus- 
band consents an outraged nervous system will cry : “No— 
God is not mocked. The door that you closed, an outraged 
Creator has locked.” If companion husband wants the 
children, the system allows him to abandon her who, partly 
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through his guilt, cannot bear them, and try his fortune 
elsewhere. The system encourages this heartless desertion 
by leaving her no financial redress, and freeing him from 
any obligation to explain his action. 

The longer husband and wife cling to their individual 
ease and economic independence, the more certain it be- 
comes that their union will be childless ; the voices of pleas- 
ure and luxury and indulgence will never call them to 
duty, and the voice of duty is silenced by the very marriage 
called companionate. 

During the period of economic independence, should 
husband prosper and wife fail financially, what then? Let 
the one still poor in this world’s goods ask for children 
so as to have a home, the other is always free to check 
these importunities by handing his partner in guilt a 
ticket of leave in the form of a bill of divorce, which frees 
him automatically from furnishing her “bed and board”— 
and these he never furnished. 

This economic independence, too, has a serious indus- 
trial aspect. It keeps women in industry in competition 
with men. The very competition tends to lower wages, 
and the very presence of married women in industry frees 
the employers of labor from any obligation of paying mar- 
ried men enough to support a wife and family. The wife 
is working, and there is no family. Thus, in this economic 
independence, all roads lead to divorce, and no road leads 
to a home. 


Easy DIvorcE 


There is so little to divorce in this companionship that 
a divorce seems hardly called for to end a union which 
brings Sodom and Gomorrha up to date and puts Christian 
marriage out of date. Companions do not need any di- 
vorce. The agreement to have no children, or at least 
to dictate to God as to the number and accept no dictation 
from Him, makes the marriage invalid from the first mo- 
ment. It is not a Christian marriage at all, and therefore 
there is nothing to divorce. . 

However, do not misunderstand me as approving of 
divorce. On that our unchangeable legislation comes from 
the lips of Christ: “Whom God hath joined together let 
no man put asunder.” Neither Henry VIII nor Napoleon 
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could make the Church swerve one jot or tittle from the 
sanctity of that law, and there is no fear that the irrespon- 
sible judge of any juvenile court will be any more suc- 
cessful. We take our stand with the Apostle: “We must 
obey God rather than man,” and His command is: “Let 
no man put asunder.” 

All America is alarmed at the prevalence of divorces, 
the frivolous reasons for which they are granted, the 
diversity of laws which enable a man, at the same time, 
to be married, single and divorced in different states. This 
condition has made marriage a football and home-life a 
chaos. Millions of homes have been broken up, and the 
very concept of the Christian family is disappearing. The 
sponsors of this companionate idea would solve the prob- 
lem of easy divorce by making it easier, and the triviality 
of the reasons for divorce by exacting no reason. 

Easy divorce is the logical complement of birth control. 
In view of almost certain divorce, children are an encum- 
brance, and so the companionate union is more certainly 
foredoomed to childlessness. Sterility, of old the reproach 
of womanhood, is the goal of the voluntarily childless com- 
panionate, another indication that companionate unions will 
prove the royal highway to race suicide. 

Whence comes this wide propaganda for companionate 
unions? From a judge of a juvenile court who conceived 
the not over brilliant idea that, if there aren’t any children, 
there will not be any juvenile delinquents in the children’s 
courts! Parents will not neglect children if they haven't 
any, and so the kindhearted, if misguided jurist, would 
give all legal permission not to have any because some 
might land in the juvenile courts. His next step should be, 
and may be, to punish parents for having children, thus 
doubly safeguarding the juvenile courts. 

It looks like an aggravated case of removing a head 
to cure a toothache, when we are asked to abolish, or re- 
organize to the verge of abolition, the whole marriage sys- 
tem of the Christian ages to lighten the burden of the 
juvenile courts. The incidental fact that most children do 
not trouble the juvenile courts does not save them from 
the sentence of death; neither does the fact that child life 
is more important than the peace of court or judge. 

In the last analysis, companionate marriage is a serious 
proposal to correct the abuses of a system by legalizing 
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them, by making them part of the system. We cannot pre- 
vent birth control, so let us legalize it, especially as it will 
help the juvenile judges. We cannot prevent murder, so: 
we might as well legalize it, especially as our courts are 
cluttered with cases, and murder trials are long and ex- 
pensive. The companionate union legalizes the murder of 
the unborn, to keep them out of court. Why not legalize 
the murder of the born, for similar reasons? It should be 
easier to prove that a criminal never should have been born 
than to prove that someone who was not allowed to be born 
would have been a criminal. 

This idea of taking the abuses of a system into the sys- 
tem itself, as an integral part, is susceptible of wide and 
varied application. It would suggest avoiding a bank rob- 
bery by making the robbers directors of the bank. It would 
suggest solving the problem of our absconding town clerks 
by allowing them to appropriate public funds, for a time 
to be agreed upon with the town fathers, and then holding 
a friendly conference to decide if and when they should 
do a littke work for the community which pays them a 
salary for absconding. It would suggest the wisdom of 
hiring employes on a salary to begin at once, for the per- 
formance of duties which will not begin until the bene- 
ficiaries feel like going to work. This simple expedient 
of the judge would remove murder, robbery, defaulting 
and loafing by legalizing them all, just as he would re- 
move the evil of birth control by declaring it good by law, 
and would end scandalous reasons for divorce by giving it 
without a reason. 


BirtH Controt Improves Race! 


Limitation of birth does not improve the quality of the 
few if none are born and companionate marriage would 
legalize that extreme. Where only one or two are allowed, 
they usually become spoiled children, accustomed to being 
pampered in the lap of luxury, and no one could be less 
fitted to do the world’s work than those taught to do no 
work. The spoiled child, trained to look down on those 
less fortunate, is a misfit in a democracy. 

Medical science corroborates this view of common 
sense, for it tells us: (1) a civilization cannot be main- 
tained with an average of less than four children per 
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marriage; (2) heredity strongly favors the third, fourth, 
fifth and subsequent children born to a given couple, rather 
than the first two, who are peculiarly apt to inherit some 
of the commonest physical and mental defects, so that a 
population with a low birth rate tends to degenerate; (3) 
history fails to show that nations with a low birth rate 
attain a higher level of civilization. Rather, they have been 
thrust into the background by their hardier neighbor. Such 
stubborn facts as these led the late Theodore Roosevelt, 
himself a historian of note, to declare: 


The greatest of all curses is the curse of sterility, and the 
severest of all condemnations should be that visited upon 
wilful sterility. The first essential in any civilization is that 
the man and the woman shall be the father and the mother of 
healthy children, so that the race shall increase, and not de- 
crease. 


It is my impression that the great Irish liberator, Daniel 
O’Connell, was about the tenth child, and his grandmother 
had twenty-one children. The Little Flower, who has 
captured the heart of the world, was the youngest of five 
sisters who grew to womanhood, and her parents had four 
other children who died in infancy. St. Ignatius Loyola, 
founder of the Society of Jesus, was the youngest of 
thirteen children. Bishop John Carroll, first Catholic 
bishop of the United States, was the fourth of seven chil- 
dren. St. Catherine, most influential woman of her day 
in guiding the destinies of the church, was the youngest of 
over twenty children. Birth control would have deprived 
America of some of its noblest patriots and greatest lead- 
ers, among them Washington and Franklin. This cata- 
logue could be continued indefinitely among the great lead- 
ers of Church and state, to give point to the words which 
Kathleen Norris puts into the mouth of one of her char- 
acters in “Mother” : 


Responsibility—that’s what these women say they are 
afraid of! But it seems to me that there is no responsibility 
like decreeing that young lives simply shall not be. There's 
a higher court than the social tribunal of this world, and it 
seems to me that a woman, who stands there as your mother 
will, with a forest of young lives about her and a record like 
hers, find she has a friend in court. 
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CATHOLIC VIEW ON FAMILY 


The Catholic Church condemns and forbids birth con- 
trol, the deliberate frustration of a natural act which might 
have issued in a new life: this is an unnatural crime, akin, 
in malice, to murder. The Church does not forbid self- 
control, where it is advisable, owing to the health of the 
mother, or for prudential reasons distinct from selfishness. 
Self-control, however, means the practice of moderation 
and self-restraint in the exercise of marital rights. The 
Church urges her people to strengthen their self-restraint 
by observing the penitential seasons, by fasting and ab- 
staining from flesh meat at other times; by seeking that 
supernatural help which comes to all who receive the sac- 
raments worthily. Self-control is the virtue of the strong: 
birth control is the alibi of the weak. Self-control is 
mastery over the passions: birth control is enslavement to 
the passions. 

Of course, there are those who claim they are unable 
to practice self-control and lay the blame on human nature, 
saying that it cannot be done. Though to call them weak- 
lings in any other respect would be a deadly insult, they 
parade themselves as weaklings in matters of sex, and 
would hide their shame behind the specious pretext that 
everyone else is the same: we are all in the same rotten 
boat, sexually speaking. The Catholic Church, from her 
experience of twenty centuries, knows better; her armies 
of consecrated virgins and canonized heroes are a standing 
refutation of this infamous calumny against human nature 
and the power of ‘God’s grace. 

As Bernard Shaw points out somewhere: if you go to 
a Catholic priest and tell him a life of sexual abstinence 
means a life of utter misery, he laughs, and obviously for 
avery good reason. The Religious life of the Catholic 
Church is the ever-present, age-long and age-tried proof 
that a life of self-control is not a life of “utter misery.” 
After half a century of experience with our Catholic 
Sisters, Dr. James Walsh calls them “the happiest people 
in the world.” What is possible always in the Religious 
life, is surely possible occasionally for a sufficient reason, 
in the married life. 


[Bishop O’Leary’s attention was then called to what 
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Judge Lindsay said on his visit here last week, about a 
priest who condemns these unions: “Many Catholic 
women have told me that it is they who are having the 
babies, not the priests, and that they do practice birth con- 
trol.” The Bishop expressed surprise that any man big 
enough to lead any public movement should make so scur- 
rilous a remark, and added, with a smile:] 

The obvious retort would be that Catholic women are 
having babies, and not the judge, and possibly they would 
rather obey God than him. The Church is in a much bet- 
ter position than any jurist to judge the inroads of birth 
control into Catholic homes. She knows that, if any Cath- 
olic women ever so far forgot their womanly modesty and 
their marital duties as to make so unwomanly and frivolous 
an observation on so serious a subject, they were rare ex- 
ceptions; the vast majority of Catholic women have re- 
fused to substitute sexual pleasure for the primary ends of 
marriage. They know that marriage imposes duties and 
obligations which they refuse to betray at the siren call of 
unbridled license and the Dead-Sea pleasures of lust, as 
an end in itself. 

Only the name is new. The reality is as ancient as the 
days of Onan, of whose immoral practices the Scripture 
says: “The Lord slew him because he did a detestable 
thing.” It is as old as the time of St. Thomas Aquinas, 
who wrote: “A husband seeks from his wife only harlot 
pleasures when he asks from her only what he might ask 
from a harlot.” Our age is an age which does not call a 
spade a spade, but invents attractive names for repulsive 
things, as though it hoped to change a loathsome vice by 
a clever label. Nobody could sell onanism and harlotry to 
a Christian world if he called them a detestable thing ; its 
salesmen try to peddle both as companionate marriage. 


This does not change the fact that the guilty ones are com- 
panions in sin. 


BrrtH Controt No “BLessING FoR THE Poor” 


Sin is not a blessing for anybody, and after all the 
poor are least prone to birth control. Their very lives 
teach self-sacrifice and self-denial. With them, the burden 
of children comes to those accustomed to bear the burdens 
of men, and doubly willing to bear a burden imposed by 
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God. The honor of fatherhood and motherhood appeals to 
the poor, more than the selfish satisfaction of avoiding 
both. The root of birth control is selfishness, not necessity, 
and the proof of it is that birth control is almost entirely 
the vice of the rich, who can well afford children. A non- 
Catholic medical authority, Dr. E. W. Home says in the 
British Medical Journal: 


One of my; acquaintances refuses to have a second child 
because he could not then play golf. Is there, then, no pleas- 
ure in children which shall compensate for the troubles and 
expenses they bring upon you? I notice that the penurious 
Roman Catholic French Canadian farmers are spreading out 
of Quebec and occupying more and more of Ontario. I fancy 
these hard-living parents would think their struggle to bring 
up their large families of from 10 to 20 children worth while 
when they see how their group is strengthening its position. 


The poor are the despair of the birth controlist. They 
refuse to adopt his un-Christian viewpoint. They welcome 
children as a direct gift from God, the joy of their young 
manhood and womanhood, the prop and consolation of 
old age, undisturbed by the melancholy reminders of a 
guilty conscience. They know that children bless the 
home, bless each other, bless their parents. Should God 
call father or mother, the oldest care for the youngest, and 
home life goes on unbroken. 

The Little Flower of Lisieux, who lost her mother at 
the age of three, became the saint of the modern world 
under the motherly ministrations of an elder sister, in 
whose strong arms she whispered, with her last breath, “I 
love God.” When mother or father go, there is often an- 
other little mother or father among the elder brothers and 
sisters, who, under the inspiration of a dead parent’s ex- 
ample, carry on until younger brothers and sisters become 
useful members of society. The poor alone act on the 
wise advice given by the great English convert, G. K. 
Chesterton, who says of birth control and its pomps: 


There are 10 little boys whom you wish to provide with 10 
top hats, and you find there are only eight top hats. Toa 
simple mind it would seem not impossible to make two more 
hats; to find out whose business it is to make hats and induce 
him to make hats; to agitate against a useless delay in de- 
livering hats; to punish anybody who has promised hats and 
failed to provide hats. 
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The modern mind is that which says that if we only cut off 
the heads of two of the little boys, they will not want hats; 
and then the hats will exactly go round. The suggestion that 
heads are rather more important than hats is dismissed as a 
piece of mystical metaphysics. The assertion that hats were 
made for heads and not heads for hats savored of antiquated 
dogma. The musty text, which says that the body is more 
than raiment; the popular prejudice which would prefer the 
lives of boys to the mathematical arrangement of hats, all 
these are alike to be ignored. The logic of enlightenment is 
merciless; and we duly summon the headsman to disguise the 
deficiencies of the hatter. 


This is the heartless philosophy of birth control re- 
duced to concrete terms. The poor, for the most part, will 
not barter childhood for a mess of pleasure; they do not 
value pleasure so highly. Our Saviour remarks that the 
poor we always have with us, and He can still say that the 
poor are with Him, obedient to His command to suffer 
little children to come unto Him. They know, somehow, 
that there is no middle ground; the same dilemma faces the 
races of men now that faced them at the dawn of human 
existence: either increase and multiply, or decrease and 
disappear. God will not be mocked. 


















The Catholic Association for 
International Peace 
THE HonoraBLE Martin T. MANTON 


Address delivered by its President at the Second Annual Meeting of 
the Catholic Association for International Peace, held in 
Washington, D. C., April 9-11, 1928. 


OW, years after the Great War, peace and security 

continue to be absorbing the minds of statesmen every- 
where. Eight years of experimenting with various ex- 
pedients have brought the nations of the world in majority 
of numbers, but not all, together under the League of 
Nations, trying to solve the problem of permanent world 
peace. How well they have succeeded is current news 
with all of us. It would be a mistake to charge the nations 
of the world with insincerity in their efforts toward secur- 
ing a permanent peace. 
To be sure, some .nay be classed as of the aggressive 
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type, of playing upon the fears of citizens of the adjoin- 
ing states by awakening a sense of insecurity and arousing 
a feeling of hostility against neighboring nations. But 
everywhere men and nations in all grades of society and 
nationalities, desire to live in peace and harmony. The 
harrowing effects and memories of the last war stand out 
by way of contrast with the true evaluation of the manifold 
blessings of peace. Not long ago, Prof. Zuletta described 
the situation abroad as one ‘of ““chaotic good-will.” The 
hurdles or obstacles that obstruct the guarantee of peace 
are all human shortcomings. They arise because men will 
not respect the moral law in all their dealings. They are 
mutual distrusts and suspicions, traditional and deep- 
rooted animosity, reminiscence of past conflicts, commercial 
rivalry and unfair trade and an aroused feeling of national 
insecurity. Conditions have improved in the countries of 
Europe, but the complex and perilous problems that 
threaten the peace of Europe are still with them. If these 
may not be worked out without suspicion, fear and bitter- 
ness, it will lead to economic imperialism, militarism and 
excessive nationalism and this, with secret diplomacy and 
lack of international machinery to deal with the sources of 
friction, may be the undoing of civilization. 

No matter how indifferent we may appear here, we can- 
not keep down at least in part, appreciation of the sense 
of international obligation. Only the most complete blind- 
ness would close our eyes to the fact that our destiny is 
interwoven with those of Europe. The social conscience 
makes us recognize the obligations of charity, at least that 
which is incumbent upon our nation. With our resources 
and with dependent brothers everywhere, we cannot be 
indifferent to their distress anywhere. 

These considerations of humanity gave the inspiration 
to the laudable efforts that were made to create the inter- 
national machinery to deal with the sources of friction and 
to bring about an amicable understanding among nations. 
Even research studies upon international relations have 
been undertaken and numbers of societies have been estab- 
lished for the promotion of peace. In this unsettled and 
unsuccessful stage of efforts for peace, it was opportune 
for Catholics in America to contribute their learning and 
teaching. We are 20,000,000 in number and have ap- 
proximately 300,000,000 more of our Faith throughout 
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the world, and have a bond of common liturgy. We are 
all in direct communication, through our respective bishops, 
with one spiritual head. By expounding sound morals and 
Christian doctrine, what a forceful contribution we may 
make for mutual understanding among the nations! If 
we are incapable of this contribution, where may men 
look for light and learning on these underlying and sup- 
porting potentialities that make for lasting and enduring 
peace ? 

We have a sample of the contribution during the past 
year in the form of a paper by Dr. Ryan on “International 
Ethics.”” If men obey the principles of moral justice al- 
luded to by this writer, how could there be a question as 
to future peace and security? The organizers of this as- 
sociation have responded to the call of what they believe to 
be their duty as far as they are capable, to appeal to Chris- 
tians to labor for a lasting peace as set forth in every 
blessing conferred by the Holy Father. The outcome of 
this year’s work has been the formation of a permanent 
and representative body among Catholics in the United 
States who have, for their object, to more effectively fol- 
low the leadership of the Holy Father; in general to 
establish the peace of Christ in His Kingdom and to pro- 
mote the study of the application of Catholic principles 
of morality to relations between nations ; to value and esti- 
mate for this purpose the existing institutions; to make 
known to the citizens their responsibility for the conduct 
of their country’s foreign policy, and the fulfilment of 
her international obligations, and to render effective the 
convictions formed by such study. We have committees 
for the study and consideration of (a) conditions and 
means for furthering international friendship; (b) ethical 
and legal terminology; (c) relations of the United States 
with Europe; (d) Pan-American relations; (f) relations 
of the United States with Asia; (g) education—all topics 
which are practical and helpful. 

Our plan of the future should be a moral and legal 
section where may be considered the application of the 
principles of natural law and Christian charity to inter- 
national problems of the day; to give an advisory opinion 
upon the moral and legal aspect of any action which the 
council may propose to take or to advocate in the inter- 
national sphere; to examine international politics and 
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economics with a view to ascertaining their basis and 
reconciliation to the views of the Church. We should 
educate Catholic opinion upon subjects relating to inter- 
national morality. We should acquaint, as far as possible, 
the general public with the Church’s teaching, upon these 
matters. We should turn our attention to and promote the 
publication of literature in both advanced and popular char- 
acter upon the laws of nations, the international duties of 
Christian charity and the bearing of scholastic philosophy 
upon current problems and to arrange in selected articles 
for Catholic writers to appear in fitting periodicals. We 
are not entangled in any kind of political alliance. 

Any association of nations at best is working in a hu- 
manly devised undertaking. They can be valuable only if 
they apply means of enforcing Divinely ordained principles 
of morality. By nature they are imperfect and dependent 
upon the right intentions and constant effort of others for 
improvement and success. States, like men, are subject to 
the unchanging moral law. This requires of them, in any 
case, the recognitions arising from solidarity of mankind, 
of collaboration for the maintenance of peace. Every form 
of arbitration, every peaceful attempt at restitution, re- 
quires frank and honest dealing, faithful observance of 
promises. To obtain these for nations, there is always the 
necessity for natural law, explicitly and implicitly. 

Thus it is that our Association must influence and 
mould public opinion. The attitude of a man and conduct 
of a people are determined not so much by law as by these 
principles of conduct which regulate the people in their 
relations to each other and have become a matter of habit 
and second nature. It is upon these principles we base 
the hope of success of this association of international 
peace. 

Disputes will arise over the interpretation of natural 
law as applied to nations. Our society has promise of be- 
coming an influential factor in creating public opinion 
based upon the principles of justice and charity. We can 
awaken the Catholic citizen to this responsibility in civic 
and national, as well as world affairs. 





The Holy Sacrifice of the Mass 


PastoRAL LETTER OF His Grace, ArcHBISHOP AELEN, 
or Mapras 


Reprinted in part from the “Catholic Leader” 


OLY Mass is in the words of the catechism: the sacri 

fice of the Body and Blood of Christ, really present 
on the altar under the appearances of bread and wine, 
and offered to God for the living and the dead. This 
sacrifice is one and the same with that of the Cross, inas- 
much as Christ who offered Himself on the Cross, con- 
tinues to offer Himself on the altar through the ministry 
of the priests. On the Cross Christ died once for all, 
redeeming us and ransoming us poor sinners, not with 
gold and silver, but with His own most precious Blood; in 
the Mass, in which He dies mystically, He commemorates 
that same sacrifice and applies to our souls its priceless 
merits. Only the mode of offering is different, for, on 
the Cross, Christ offered Himself in a bloody manner, and 
on the altar, in an unbloody manner. This is the in- 
comparable sacrifice of the Mass, Christ offering Himself 
to God. Its value therefore is supreme, for if all the 
prayers and worship of men and angels and even Mary’s 
devotion were offered in one act of adoration and praise, 
they would not even approach in efficacy the infinite 
worth of one Mass, which alone is worthy of God. 

And this Holy Mass is given to the Church, priests 
are ordained to offer It, sinners are welcome to It, and 
we are compelled to attend It and by It give glory to God 
and save our immortal souls. To neglect to assist at 
Holy Mass is withdrawing our allegiance from Almighty 
God, disputing His sovereignty, setting ourselves up as 
self-existing and _ self-sufficient, denying that we are 
God’s creatures. It is then the bounden duty of all Cath- 
olics to hear Mass on Sundays and holy-days of obligation 
to show that we are God’s creatures, to acknowledge the 
Redemption of Jesus Christ, and to obtain God’s mercy 
and forgiveness. 
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3ut, dear children in Jesus Christ, we appreciate Holy 
Mass so little that we have to be commanded to attend 
Mass. To a good Catholic Mass should be the joy and 
glory of his life. It is the last invention of the Creator’s 
love which converts this fallen earth into a true paradise. 
It will be an incomprehensible wonder for all eternity to 
the saints in Heaven how men could be found who were 
not anxious to attend Mass. It is a mystery how men, 
Catholics, knowing what Holy Mass is could neglect It 
and be indifferent about It. We must never forget that 
Holy Mass is the sacrifice in which we poor sinners 
through Jesus Christ can approach the Almighty Sovereign 
Lord of all things, not with empty hands but with that 
which can pay Him all and which is the full price of all 
that we need and pray for, viz., His only begotten Son, 
the spotless Victim of our altar. Jesus Christ gives Him- 
self to us and for us in the Mass; united with Him we 
pay the Almighty honor, glory and obedience. We render 
Him thanks fully and completely, for all His mercies and 
graces. In the Mass we have the priceless treasure of the 
Blood of Christ which was shed for the remission of our 
sins. Our first petition then must be . . . forgivenesss. 
Forgiveness for our sins and the punishment due to our 
sins. Then we can ask for the favors and blessings which 
we need and which our parents, our children and our 
friends may need. We usually obtain so little because 
we ask so little, “Ask and you shall receive that your joy 
may be full.” 

We cannot always remain around the altar, safe near 
our Lord. We have to go forth and battle with the 
world, and work for our living and be distracted and 
worried and annoyed and tempted. Before you go to 
work in the morning get strength by hearing Mass and 
by receiving our Lord in Holy Communion, the food and 
life of our souls. At least do not miss Sunday Mass 
which is of obligation and try to obtain the help that you 
need to battle through the coming week. Pray for good 
will to put Jesus and His interest first, pray for loyalty, 
fidelity, loving acceptance of God’s Holy Will and per- 
severance. ‘But when we attend Holy Mass, let us take 
care that we edify those who are present and that we 
never allow ourselves to be a cause of disedification. 
Never forget that just as your behavior in church should 
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be devout, your dress also should be becoming. A dress 
which is admired by worldly people, is not necessarily a 
dress in which we should appear in the house of God. We 
should not value the fashions of the world higher than 
the presence of Our Lord who requires from us decency 
and modesty. And just as Almighty God once spoke to 
Moses from the burning bush, “The place where you 
stand is holy,” so when we go to the house of God, we 
should always remember that the place we go to is holy, 
sanctified by the real presence of God. 


Where Are Our Young Men and 
Women? 


Rev. CHARLES MoosMAN 
Pittsburgh Diocesan Director of Sodalities 


Reprinted from the “Catholic Universe Bulletin” 


HE cry of the hour is: “Where are our young men 

and women?’ From all sides comes this woeful com- 
plaint of a lack of interest on the part of the younger 
element in Catholic organization work. They are to be 
the Catholic standard bearers of tomorrow, the fathers and 
mothers of the rapidly approaching generation. Too fast 
are our staunch heroes of the past exchanging their earthly 
posts for the eternal reward of their labors and leaving 
vacancies which cannot be adequately filled for lack of 
zealous volunteers. 

We admit all this. We lament it at every succeeding 
convention, but what are we doing to remedy the situa- 
tion? We feel that there is a well-grounded anxiety in 
Catholic minds concerning the perpetuation of the grand 
work of our forefathers—in short, we see the harvest, 
but where are the reapers? 

If an announcement is made of a dance, a rather, shal- 
low, nonsensical play, a corn-roast, a swimming party, a 
howling match, a pool contest, a hay-ride, a fudge party, 
and what not, the crowds come. They come regardless of 
cost, distance, or great inconvenience. Yes, you will find 
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Catholic youth right on the job. But now prepare a study 
club, announce an elevating lecture, urge attendance and 
cooperation in other activities of the utmost importance, 
and you call in vain or get a response from a mere hand- 
ful. The rest greet you with a sardonic smile. 

Catholic organization work is necessary in every 
county, and above all here and now. Every session of the 
legislature proves this. At present, we are told, there are 
8,000 petitions for new laws, not a few of them ridiculous, 
whimsical, unfair encroachments upon our liberties, or 
even downright immoral. It takes well-trained Catholic 
organizations to act as sentinels, to sound the alarm, and 
to raise such opposition as will overthrow these attempts. 

With this in view, how will our growing generation 
and junior organizations of young men and women be able 
to cope with these great responsibilities of the future un- 
less they take a more reasonable amount of interest in the 
real and lasting things of the present! 

Scarcely fifty years ago we were the very ones to 
stand aloof and condemn our many non-Catholic brethren 
and their organizations and institutions for a quasi-re- 
ligion, pampering to the flesh in every way possible at 
the expense of the spirit, forgetting and neglecting the 
intellect and the heart. They have many of them dis- 
covered their mistake and are trying mighty hard, to 
remedy it now, but without success. Today—behold— 
many of our organizations and societies for young men 
and women are imitating them to perfection, yes, are do- 
ing their utmost to beat them over the top. 

“Why did God create us” we still ask of the little 
babes in No. 1. They answer: “To know God, to love 
Him with all our heart, and to serve Him with all our 
strength.” The modern answer seems to be: “To work a 
little, eat, drink, ride, swim, dance, go to the movies, act 
the fool generally, and play the rest of life away.” How 
humiliating it is to think of this—man created little less 
than the angels for the nobler things of life, is allowed 
and even perhaps encouraged to dwarf his intellect by 
worldly vanities and to surfeit the heart and pamper the 
body with the husks of the pagan world, and that in the 
most precious time of life. 

But how could it be otherwise? Many of our officers 
act as mercenaries with their hearts and minds not in 
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Catholic organization work. Why do not fathers and 
mothers initiate their sons and daughters early by bringing 
them along to the meetings? Alas, too often the elders 
themselves do not attend; every flimsy pretext, the merest 
shadow of an excuse holds them away. One evening a 
week, one Sunday a month, set aside for a discussion or 
a good lecture would improve things—it would work 
wonders. Must it always be parks and movies, dances 
and rides, excursions and thrills of every kind? Don’t 
they ever get sick, nauseated from it all? 

“But where are the good Fathers?” a zealous layman 
asks. Formerly there was no Catholic meeting without 
the pastor or assistant present, but now, alas, perhaps 
they are seldom there to say the opening prayers or to 
impart a word of friendly encouragement and advice at 
the end. There are so many other social engagements to 
attend to now, it is true. Baseball games must be ar- 
ranged, pool contests managed, basketball games con- 
ducted, lawn tennis, golf, bowling—ves, these take up 
time, but they cannot be allowed to distract all attention 
from the more solid or necessary things. 

We can be thankful that we have had many heroic 
priests and laymen in the past who have rendered the 
Catholic cause magnanimous assistance at the greatest 
personal sacrifices, inconveniences, and expense. ‘They 
have gone out of their way to maintain Catholic organiza- 
tion work, rights, principles and liberties. At the same 
time they trained some others to go and do likewise, but 
this number must be doubled, tripled. We know the 
situation. Instead of lamenting it will be well for every 
social director to renew his efforts in behalf of Catholic 
organization for the glory of God, the Church, and the 
time-honored liberties of our country. Above all, it is 
necessary to strive single and collectively to bring the 
young men and young women closer to our ranks. 

If this uplifting work is resolutely pursued it cannot 
fail to bear a rich harvest of noble and golden deeds in 
Catholic manhood and womanhood. 





